The  Legislative   Assembly.
President: — H o n b M e   Mr.   V,   J.   Patel.
The Assembly's autumn session opened at Simla on the 2ND SEPTEMBER
1929. As this being the first sitting, there was naturally speculation as to
whether the President would make any statement regarding the controversy
between him and the Viceroy arising out of the Viceroy's speech on the closing"
day of the last session. It may be mentioned here that President Patel had lodged
a strong protest against the Viceroy's criticism of his ruling-, and wished this
practice to be stopped by the Viceroy because within the four walls of the
House there was no one except the House which could pass a judgment on the
President's ruling.
This expectation was realised when, after question time, President Patel com-
municated to the House the text of the correspondence between him and H. E. the
Viceroy. Lord Irwin's letter was couched in a very conciliatory spirit and at once
conceded that the principle the President had enunciated was truly parliamen-
tary and assured him that he not only accepted the principle, but regretted that
the President and others should have put on his words an interpretation when
though it appeared inevitable in the circumstances, did not represent his intention.
The Viceroy took his stand on the fact that he had frankly acknowledged in
that very speech, that, within the House, the President was the sole interpreter
of the rules. The following is the text of Mr. Patel's statement:—
Mr.   Patel's   Statement.
" I desire to make a statement on a question concerning the dignity anp
independence of this House, and the authority of the Chair, which arose out of
the address delivered in the Chamber to the members of the Central Legislature
on the closing day of the last session by the Governor General.
** As hon'ble members are aware, it has been my constant endeavour since I
have been elected to this Chair to uphold the dignity and independence of this
House and the authority of the Chair to the best of my capacity. I have always
maintained and will continue to maintain so long as I am in this Chair, that the
House and the Chair are, subject to the constitution, supreme within the four
walls of this Chamber, and I would be unworthy of the confidence reposed in me
by the House if I failed on any occasion to raise my voice in protest against
any action which, in my view, seemed to challenge or undermine that supremacy.
I accordingly, thought it my duty to address the following letter to H. E. the
Viceroy on the 8th of May last :—
Letter  to   Lord   Irwin.
My dear Lord Irwin,—It was with considerable painr surprise and sorrow that I
listened, the other day, to your address to the two Houses of the Indian Legislature. Of
course, it goes without saying that Tour Excellency is entitled under the constitution to
summon the members of the two Houses at any time for the purpose of addressing them,
but I am quite clear that Your Excellency's action in utilising tha occasion for criticising
the Chair's ruling is not only unprecedented and calculated to affect both the dignity of
the House and the authority of the Chair, but also constitutes, in my opinion, a departure
from constitutional usage and traditions. For these reasons, it is impossible for me to
acquiesce in the course Your Excellency has thought it right to adopt. Such a precedent
might be repeated by your successors, and it is my duty, as President of the Assembly,
to enter my strongest; protest against it as soon as I can. The only question I am con-
aidering is whether I shall be right in making known my protest now by communication
|.o the Press or whether I should not wait till the Assembly meets, and do so more
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